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PHILIP  BOWES  BROKE,   Efq. 

THOUGH  I  am  perfonally  almoft  a 
ftranger  to  you,  I  am  not  unac- 
quainted with  the  many  amiable  virtues 
which  conflitute  your  character.  It  is  to 
thefe,  in  conjunction  with  the  fituation  to 
which  you  were  lately  called  at  the  meeting 
of  the  friends  of  the  Church,  that  you  owe 
the  liberty  which  I  am  now  taking.  Per- 
haps too,  by  prefixing  to  the  following  pages 
the  moil  defervedly  popular  name  which  the 
County  of  Suffolk  can  boaft,  I  flatter  myfelf 
with  procuring  to  them  a  degree  of  atten- 
tion, if  not  of  favour,  to  which  they  might 
not  otherwife  be  entitled.  Propriety  and 
juftice  demand  that  I  mould  add,  that  as  I 
had  not  an  opportunity  of  foliciting  your 
permiflion  to  ufe  this  freedom,  it  cannot  be 
inferred  that  you  either  approve  or  difap- 
prove  of  the  fentiments  which  the  work 
contains.         I  am,  Sir, 

With  great  Refpect, 
Your  moil  obedient  Servant, 

The  AUTHOR. 


OBSERVATIONS,   &c. 


IT  was  not  till  the  beginning  of  this  month  that 
I  faw  advertifed  in  the  papers,  "  An  Hiftory 
of  the  Corporation  and  Teft  Acts."  I  took  an 
early  opportunity  of  purchafing  it,  as  I  was  defi- 
rous  of  gaining  the  fulleft  information  on  a  fubject, 
which  attracts  at  prefent  fuch  general  attention,  and 
which  indeed  at  all  times,  but  more  particularly 
now,  is  fo  extremely  interefting.  This  I  did  not 
doubt  but  I  fhould  do,  in  the  molt  ample  and  agree- 
able manner,  from  the  pen  of  fo  accurate  and  ele- 
gant a  writer  as  Mr.  Capel  Lofft.  With  this  view 
then,  and  this  only,  I  bought  the  book;  but  I  found 
on  fitting  down  to  read  it,  that  (to  ufe  a  vulgar 
phrafe)  I  had  got  more  than  I  bargained  for,  that  it 
by  no  means  confined  itfelf  to  the  Hiftory,  but  con- 
tained a  great  deal  of  extraneous  matter,  much  of 
which,  in  my  eyes,  is  very  objectionable.  For  my 
own  private  fatisfaction  I  took  up  a  pen,  and  began 
to  note  down,  on  a  pretty  broad  margin,  the  pafiages 
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from  which  I  differed  and  my  reafons;  but  I  found, 
as  I  proceeded,  that  my  comments  increafed  fo  faft, 
that  with  what  I  did  put  down,  and  with  what  I 
wifhed  to  put  down,  they  grew  nearly  as  bulky  as 
the  text.  It  was  then  that  the  idea  firft  ftruck  mc 
of  offering  them  to  the  public;  whether  they  are 
founded  in  truth  and  juftice  muft  be  left  to  that 
public  to  determine.  Mr.  Lofft  is,  I  know,  much 
too  liberal  not  to  wifh  that  the  caufe  fhould  have  a 
fair  difcuffion.  Although  he  will  find  that  my  fen- 
trments  arc  decifrvely  oppofite  to  his,  yet,  if  he 
credits  what  I  have  affened,  he  will  find  at  the  fame 
time  that  my  oppofition  was  not  premeditated ; 
perhaps  my  wifhes  lead  me  too  far,  when  I  flatter 
myfelf  that  he  will  not  think  that  it  is  carried  on  in 
an  uncandid  manner.  I  beg  leave  to  allure  him, 
that  though  I  differ  with  him  toto  ccelo  both  on  reli- 
gious and  political  fubjects,  with  his  opinions  on  the 
former  I  do  not  pretend  to  interfere ;  as  to  thofe  on 
the  latter,  however  erroneous  I  may  think  them, 
I  admire  the  liberality  and  integrity  from  which  they 
take  their  rife,  jut  I  muft  confefs  I  cannot  pay  a 
fimilar  tribute  to  thefoundnefs  of  judgment.  I  am 
convinced  that,  conftituted  as  human  nature  is,  the 
perfection*  of  Government,  of  which  he  appears  to 
be  defirous,  is  not  attainable,  and  that  the  preli- 

•  I  allude  to  Mr.  Lofft'«  approbation  of  the  Declaration  of 
Rights,  published  by  the  Cor.ttitutional  Society,  pages  2J,  29,  of 
his  Pamphlet. 
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R'.Inar'y  fteps,  which  in  his  idea  conduct  to  ity 
Would,  if  taken,  be  productive  of  nothing  but  dif- 
c^uiet  and  confufion.  I  do  not,  however,  for  a  mo- 
ment doubt  the  purity  of  his  intentions ;  I  firmly 
believe  that  the  general  good  is  the  end  at  which  he 
aims  :  I  too,  in  my  turn,  have  a  right  to  expect  his 
favourable  interpretation ;  I  have  a  claim  to  be  con- 
fidered  as  actuated  by  the  fame  motive,  however 
widely  I  may  vary  from  him,  as  to  the  means,  which 
in  my  opinion  conduce  to  it.  I  am  aware  of  the 
difad  vantage  with  which  an  anonymous  writer  enters 
the  lifts  againft  fo  celebrated  an  adverfary  as  Mr. 
Lofft,  and  I  am  fenfible  aHb  that,  in  fome  particu- 
lars, I  have  taken  the  unpopular  fide ;  but  I  truft 
that  what  my  caufe  wants  in  external  fplendour,  ir. 
makes  up  in  intrinfic  foundnefs,  and  1  rely  on  a 
difcerning  public  not  to  be  dazzled  by  fplendid  ap- 
pearances, nor  mified  by  a  deference  to  great  abili- 
ties. I  have  to  add  that,  in  making  my  obferva- 
tions  on  Mr.  Lofft's  pamphlet,  I  fhall  fometimeB 
only  quote  the  fubftance  of  what  he  fays,  and  make 
my  remarks  upon  it,  fometimes  I  fhall  put  down 
the  exact  words  with  my  own  ftricturcs,  juft  as  they 
Hand  in  the  margin  of  the  book ;  I  fhall  be  lefs 
regular  and  in  form  this  way,  but  equally  intelli- 
gible, which  is  the  main  end  of  all  writing.  I 
proteft  however  againft  wilfully  mifunderftanding 
any  pafTage,  or  artfully  felecting  any  quotation, 
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which  bears  a  different  fenfe,  when  taken  alone, 
from  what  it  will  admit  of  when  taken  with  the 
context.  I  have  oppofed  nothing  for  the  mere  fake 
of  opposition.  Where  I  could  with  juftice  beftow, 
I  have  not  withheld  my  approbation. 


At  the  opening  of  the  pamphlet,  Mr.  Lofft  fcems 
inclined  to  difallow  an  aflfertion  which  had  been 
made  by  a  writer  on  the  other  fide,  "  that  difputes 
"  run  high  between  the  Church  and  the  Diffen- 
"  ters."  Whatever  they  might  do  when  the 
Addrejs  was  written,  they  certainly  have  done  fince; 
they  have  done  for  weeks;  they  have  done  for 
months  paft.  I  appeal  to  the  public  prints,  which 
are  the  echoes  of  what  is  pafling  in  the  world,  for 
a  proof  of  it ;  I  appeal  to  the  various  and  crowded 
meetings,  which  have  been  held  both  by  the  friends 
of  the  Church  and  the  Diflenters,  at  which  each 
party  feems  to  have  given  the  candidates  for  it's 
favour  to  underftand,  that  their  paft  conduct  or 
future  engagement  with  refpect  to  the  Teft  Act, 
is  the  fole  hinge,  on  which  it's  fupport  or  rejeftion 
will  turn.  Can  any  thing  fhew  more  pointedly 
that  party,  that  difputes  run  very  high  ?  The  large 
majority  by  which  the  Church  has  carried  it's 
caufe  on  this  laft  trial  of  ftrength,  will,  I  flatter 
myfclf,   tend  to  put  a  flop  to  thefe  difputes. — 
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Where  there  is  no  hope  there  can  be  no  endea- 
vour ;  and  furely,  when  we  confider  what  has  lately 
palled  both  in  and  out  of  Parliament,  that  is  at 
prefent  the  cafe. 

*  In  his  fecond  and  third  pages,  Mr.  L.  alludes 
to  a  much  talked  of  Letter  of  a  learned  Biihop. 
His  Lordihip's  zeal  has,  I  fear,  carried  him  too 
far;  an  advantage  of  it,  itisfaid,  will,  ifpoflible, 
be  taken  by  his  enemies;  however,  I  maintain, 

that  in  every  other  point  of  view,  except  his  being 
a  Peer,  his  advifing  his  Clergy  is  more  than  defen- 
fible.  The  Bifhop  is  fuch  a  man  as  the  times 
require,  learned,  zealous,  intrepid.  With  refpect 
to  his  having  gained  a  durable  celebrity  from  the 
works  of  Dr.  Prieftley,  the  Doctor,  I  beg  leave  to 
obferve,  has  much  greater  reafon  to  apprehend  it 
from  the  works  of  the  Biihop.  It  would  be  very 
prefumptuous  in  me  to  pretend  to  determine,  where 
two  fuch  learned  Doctors  difagree ;  yet  even  the 
moft  unfkilful  readers  will  have  their  opinions,  and 
I  cannot  help  thinking,  that  the  Biihop  has  clearly 
proved  that,  wherever  the  truth  of  the  queltion 
agitated  between  them  lies,  his  opponent  is  incom- 
petent to  decide  it.  I  would  wilh  to  recommend 
to  all  thofe,  who  would  fee  what  manner  of  fpirit 
Dr.  Prieftley  is  of,  to  read  the  above  mentioned 
Prelate's  chapter  on  the  general  fpirit  of  the  Doc- 
tor's controverfial  writings. 
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At  the  bottom  of  the  third  page,  and  again  to*. 
wards  the  conclufion,  Mr.  L.  attacks  Sir  John 
-Rous  on  his  late  change  of  fentiment.  It  is  not 
my  bufinefs  or  intention  to  affume  to  myfelf  the 
■office  of  Sir  John's  apologift ;  but  I  mull  afk  thofe 
who  condemn  him  fo  ilrongly,  whether  it  be  necef- 
fary  that  a  man  who  has  once  imbibed  and  declared 
an  opinion,  fhould,  in  defiance  of  every  alteration 
of  time  or  c;rcumfrances,  and  notwithilanding  any 
new  light  which  may  be  thrown  on  the  fubjecT:,  in- 
variably perfill  in  it  ?  Are  the  principles  of  Stoi- 
cifm  revived  ?  Sapient  cm  fententiam  mutare  nunquam 
was,  I  thought,  a  maxim  only  cf  the  followers  of 
Zeno !  Sir  John's  firfl  letter  to  the  Clergy  was, 
I  believe,  pretty  generally  difiiked,  becaufe,  though 
it  contained  fome  reflections  on  the  conduct  of 
thofe  whom  he  had  fupported  before,  it  feemed  to 
give  neither  party  anv  certainty  with  refpect  to 
what  he  meant  to  do  in  future:  but  he  has  fince 
fpoken  in  a  manly  and  decifive  tone,  though  in 
one  which  has  not,  it  feems,  endeared  him  to  the 
DifTenters. 

P.  6  and  7,  Mr.  L.  thus  exprefies  himlllf  :— 
Tbeprinciples  cf  religion  ay.d .  morality  will  break 
forth  in  human  fociety,  •wherever  there  is  any  room 
for  the  exercife  of  fympatky  and  of  reflection  ;  and 
where  the  Gofpel  is  in  any  degree  known,  beneficence, 
the  veneration  of  infinite  goodnefs* and  a  condutt  in 
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fome  degree  conformable  to  the  hope  of  immortality , 
announced  by  a  divine  miffion,  and  confirmed  by  tht 
refurreclion  of  Chrifl,  will  diffufe  a  Jalutary  influ- 
ence ■,  neither  loft  amidfl  the  variance  of  JeSls,  nor 
crufhed  by  the  enormous  prejfure  of  any  EJlabliflment . 
This  is  true,  but  the  laft  claufe  deferves  notice. 
If  Mr.  L.  and  his  proteges,  think  an  Eftablifh- 
ment  fo  detrimental  to  Chriftianity,  are  they  not,  if 
confeientious  and  confident,  bound  to  do  their 
utmoft  to  overturn  it?  And  are  not  we,  who  are 
convinced  of  it's  utility,  called  on  to  do  all  we  can 
to  prevent  the  latter  from  making  any  acceffions 
of  power,  which  may  in  it's  confequences  give 
fcope  and  force  to  their  exertions  ?  I  will  take  this 
opportunity  of  faying  a  few  words  in  favour  of 
Religious  Eftabliihments  in  general.  Though  the 
Chriftian  Religion  may  be  underftood  in  a  compe- 
tent degree  by  the  illiterate,  it  muft  be  allowed 
that  this  degree  could  not  be  attained  but  through 
the  labours  and  inftruition  of  the  learned.  It  may 
therefore  be  afTumed  that  teachers  of  Chriftianity 
are  necefTary.  But  where  mould  thefe  be  found, 
if  fome  adequate  motives  were  not  held  out  to  in- 
duce men  to  undertake  and  to  qualify  themfelves 
for  the  office  ?  Whoever  is  the  lead  verfed  in  the 
fubjedr.  cannot  but  know,  that  the  learning  which  is 
f  equifite  in  a  Minifter  of  the  Gofpel,  and  the  occu  - 
pations  in  which  he  muft  be  engaged^  are  quite 
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incompatible  with  any  worldly  trade  or  profcflion. 
The  fcriptures,  from  their  being  written  in  dead 
languages,  in  remote  ages,  and  in  diftant  countries, 
and  many  parts  of  them  on  particular  occafions,  are 
attended  with  infinite  difficulties,  and  various  other 
kinds  of  learning  are  necefiary  to  their  being 
completely  understood.  If  to  the  hours  which  the 
paftor  muft  devote  to  the  acquifition  and  commu-_ 
nication  of  knowledge,  you  add  the  attention  which 
his  office  demands  of  him  to  the  Situation  and  wants 
of  his  flock,  you  cannot  fuppofe  that  he  will  have 
fufficient  time  remaining  to  apply  to  any  fecular 
means  of  gaining  a  fubfiftence.  Let  it  be  obferved 
that  I  fpeak  of  the  Clergy  as  they  ought  to  be, 
and  as  very  many  of  them  certainly  are.  Now  it 
is  indubitable,  that  but  a  fmall  number  of  men  of 
abilities  would  give  themfelves  up  entirely  to  fuch 
fludies  and  employments,  if  they  had  not  a  moral 
certainty  of  acquiring  a  maintenance  by  them,  and 
a  poffibility  at  leaft  of  arriving  at  wealth  and  ho- 
nours. Zeal  would  do  fomething,  but  zeal  would 
never  operate  in  a  degree  fufficiently  permanent  and 
extenfive,  that  each  diftrict  of  the  country  fhould 
be  uniformly  fupplied  with  a  paftor,  as  it  is  at  pre- 
fent,  if  the  Church  was  the  only  profeffion  which  de- 
nied to  its  followers  the  probability,  independently 
of  the  caprice  of  others,  of  living  by  their  labours. 
Let  it  be  granted,  it  will  be  replied ;  but  why  not 
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receive  the  rewards  of  their  miniftry  from  the  volun- 
tary contributions  of  thofe  who  benefit  by  it  ?  "  To 
M  voluntary  contributions"  (as  Mr.  Paley*  juftly 
obferves)  "  there  is  this  infurmountable  objection, 
"  that  very  few  would  ultimately  contribute  any 
"  thing  at  all.  However  the  zeal  of  a  feet,  or  the 
"  novelty  of  a  change,  might  fupport  fuch  an  expe- 
"  riment  for  a  while,  no  reliance  could  be  placed 
•'  on  it  as  a  general  permanent  provifion."  But  I 
contend  ftill  farther,  that  a  dependence  on  voluntary 
contributions  is  a  ftate  extremely  degrading  to  the 
pallor,  and  in  its  probable  effects  no  lefs  perniciouj 
to  the  flock.  How  many  elevated  fentiments,  how 
many  manly  virtues  are  connected  with  indepen- 
dence, and  furely  that  perfon  mull  bid  an  eternal 
adieu  to  it,  who  relies  even  for  his  daily  bread  on 
the  precarious  bounty  of  thofe  around  him  !  This  is 
true  in  general,  but  it  is  more  particularly  fo  in 
regard  to  him,  who  is  by  the  nature  of  his  office 
called  on,  "  to  reprove,  rebuke,  and  exhort :"  if 
he  accomodate  his  doctrine  to  his  hearers,  if  he  be 
filent  or  palliate  the  indignity  and  danger  of  their 
follies  and  vices,  the  confequences  on  the  eternal 
welfare  both  of  himfelf  and  them  are  fufficiently  ob- 
vious j  but  if  he  has  a  mind  fuperior  to  fuch  diffi- 

*  This  fubjedr  which  I  have  endeavoured  to  comprefs  into  as  kw 
words  at  poflible,  is  handled  in  a  very  mafterly  manner  by  Mr. 
Paley,  in  hit  Chapter  on  Toleration  and  Religious  Eftablifliments. 
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arion  and  meanefs,  if  he  dare  to  fpeak  and  a<3; 
with  freedom  and  authority,  he  is  too  likely  to  reap 
the  fruits  of  his  integrity  in  the  diminution  or  total 
lofs  of  his  fubfiftence.  If  it  be  objected  that  fome 
of  the  Eftabliihed  Clergy  anfwer  very  indifferently 
the  ends  of  their  appointment,  and  if  the  learning 
of  the  Diffenters*,  who  have  no  regular  ftipends 
on  which  to  depend,  be  alledged ;  to  the  firfl  I 
reply,  that  you  cannot  argue  from  a  few  partial 
abufes  of  an  institution  againft  its  general  ufe,  that 
there  muft  be  deficiencies  and  imperfections,  where - 
cver  human  beings  are  concerned,  and  that  it  is 
fufficient  if  the  defign  of  Government,  in  its  Church 
Eftablifhment,  beanfwered  in  a.  great  meafureand 
upon  the  whole  :  as  to  the  fecond,  let  it  be  remem- 
bered, that  the  Diffenters  have  always  had  accefs  to 
the  writings  of  the  Eftablifhed  Churches,  and  that 
it  is  very  difficult  to  define  the  extent  of  their  obli- 
gation to  them.  Thofe  learned  Diffenters,  who 
decry  Eftablifhments,  appear  to  me  guilty  of  fimilar 
ingratitude  with  the  patrons  of  natural  reafon,  when 
they  difparage  revelation ;  they  each  alledge  the 
lights,  which  they  have  derived  from  excellent 
inftitutions,  as  arguments  againft  the  neceffity  of 
their  exiftence.  "  We  have  laboured  (may  the 
#  Members  of  the  Eftablifhment  fay  to  the  DifTen- 

•  Thofe  Diflenters  who  have  been  in  the  Church  are  out  of  th« 
queftion,  as  they  certainty  may  be  confidered  as  allured  originally 
to  Scriptural  Studies  by  the  rewards  of  the  Eftablithment. 
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fc  ters)  and  ye  have  come  into  our  labours :"  or 
we  may  j  uftl y  apply  to  ourfelves,  when  we  fpeak 
the  moft  modeftly,  what  Tafib,  when  he  had  perufed 
the  Paftor  Fido,  faid  of  himfclf  and  Guarini,  "  If 
fC  he  had  not  read  the  Aminta,  he  hai  not  excelled 
ff  it." 

Page  9. 

TjVith  regard  to  the  laity ,  if  they  are  cordially  mem- 
bers of  the  EJlablifued  Churchy  its  is  eafy  for  Govern- 
ment to  learn  this  by  their  general  condutl. 

There  is  no  way  fo  eafy  as  by  obferving  whetlier 
they  partake  of  its  moft  folemn  rite  in  the  manner 
which  it  has  ordained.  If  they  profane  it,  furtly 
the  guilt  of  the  profanation  lies  at  their  own  door. 
It.  is  too  abfurd  to  attribute  it  to  the  Government, 
who  has  no  other  fo  adequate  way  of  difcovering 
whether  thofe  whom  fhe  would  wifh  to  employ  are 
attached  to  her  in  all  her  branches.  As  well  might 
the  guilt  of  forgery  be  attributed  to  them  who  nri^ 
eftablifhed  paper  credit. 

Page  ir. 

Ignominy  and  incapacitation  are  the  legal  confe- 
quences,  in  a  free  ft  ate,  of  known  and  proved  crimes  : 
not  of  the  jealoufy  of  a  court,  or  the  fiercer  and  mors 
implacable  hatred,  which  not  even  courts  without  the 
aid  of  a  famed  alliance  would  be  capable  of  exempli* 
fying  in  its  utmoft  force. 

The 
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The  clergy  are  Mr.  L.'s  moft  obedient  fer- 
vants  :  though  I  forefee  it  may  be  faid,  £>ui  capit, 
ille  facit. 

Page  13. 

Lord  Mansfield  is  quoted  as  afferting,  that  at  the 
time  the  Corporation  Act  was  made,  "  a  fpirit  of 
"  intolerance  prevailed  j  and  the  Diffenters  were 
•*  treated  as  perfons  ill-affected  and  dangerous  to 
"  the  Government." 

The  country  had  dearly  experienced  the  truth  of 
this  but  a  very  fliort  time  before. 
Page  14. 

If  the  Diffenters  had  no  fear  of  being  admitted, 
Corporations  might  have  the  courage  to  eletl  them  ; 
without  caufe  to  fear  that  by  Jo  doing  Church  and 
State  would  be  overthrown. 

Will  any  of  the  great  leaders  of  the  Diffenters 
fay,  that  they  do  not  wifh  the  downfall  of  the 
Church,  or  (what  amounts  to  the  fame)  an  altera  • 
tion  of  its  articles,  difcipline,  and  liturgy,  and  an 
adaption  of  them  to  their  own  particular  prejudices  ? 
And,  if  we  think  them  fincere  and  earneft  in 
their  religious  principles,  could  we  believe  them 
if  they  did  ? 

At  the  16  th  page,  the  ingratitude  of  the  Court 
of  Charles  the  Second  is  cenfured  in  being  pleafed 
that  the  edge  of  the  Teft-Aft  fhould  fall  on  the 
Diffenters,  of  whom  it  is  faid  to  have  been  immo- 
derately 
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derately  jealous.  Let  us  confider  this  fo  frequently 
urged  claim  of  the  Diflenters  to  gratitude,  not  only 
at  this,  but  at  other  fubfequent  junctures.  But 
firfr.  I  muft  premife  that,  if  I  understand  in  whofe 
name  thefe  claims  are  made,  it  is  chiefly  in  that  of 
the  Prefbyterians ;  and  if  fo,  it  may  very  juftly  be 
replied,  that  though  we  fhould  allow  them,  they 
would  very  little  concern  the  major  part  of  thofe 
who  are  fo  ftrenuous  for  the  repeal  at  the  prefent 
day  j  who  are  no  more  Prefbyterians  than  they  are 
Mahometans. — However  I  will  wave  this  plea,  and 
confidering  them  as  the  genuine  and  legitimate  de- 
fendants of  Calvin,  as  fuch  examine  into  the  deferts 
of  their  forefathers.  Added  then,  I  think,  to  their 
general  merit  as  good  fubjects  (for  which,  I  fhould 
fuppofe,  they  ought  to  think  themfelves  amply  re- 
quited in  the  protection  of  the  laws,  and  in  the  blef- 
fings  of  a  regular  and  mild  Government)  they  bring 
forward  their  particular  fervices  at  four  important 
periods :  at  the  Reftoration,  at  the  Revolution,  and 
at  the  Rebellions  in  I7i5and  1745.  With  refpect 
to  their  behaviour  on  the  two  latter,  it  will  be  readily 
granted,  that  they  concurred  with  the  members  of 
the  Church  in  refilling  and  in  quelling  them.— 
We  affert  that  the  religious  principles  of  the  Dif- 
fenters  would  induce  them,  as  honeft  men,  if  they 
had  the  power,  to  accomplifh  the  downfall  of  the 
Church,  and  we  apprehend  that  the  political  prin- 
ciples 
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ciples  of  not  a  few  of  them,  if  carried  into  praeritfcj 
would  (however  contrary  to  their  intention)  be  ex- 
tremely prejudicial  to  the  State;  but  we  do  not 
fay  that  they  are  bad  Chriftians,  or  defignedly  bad 
citizens,  dill  lefs  that  they  are  imprudent  men. — 
Now,  I  fhould  be  glad  to  know$  with  what  pofiible 
pretenfions  to  thefe  qualities,  they  could  have  af- 
fifted  the  projects  of  the  exiled  family,  or  even  have: 
remained  neuter  during  its  attempts  ?  Intereft  as 
well  as  principle  led  them  to  that  which  was  their 
duty.  They  had  too  much  to  hope  from  the  legal 
government  of  a  Brunfwick,  and  were  too  well 
acquainted  with  the  mild  forbearance  of  the  Church 
of  England,  not  to  dread  to  exchange  them  for  the 
arbitrary  rod  of  a  Steward,  and  the  fanguine  into- 
lerance of  Popery.  What !  it  will  be  faid,  allow 
no  merit  to  thofe,  who  when  their  country  was  in 
danger,  flew  to  defend  her  with  all  the  terrors  of 
the  Sacramental  Teft  hanging  over  their  heads. 
They  who  lay  any  ftrefs  on  this  circumflance, 
well  know  that  they  are  talking  of  terrors  which 
did  not  really  exift.  We  read,  indeed,  of  a  Ro- 
man foldier,  who,  for  accepting  the  challenge  of 
an  enemy,  contrary  to  the  prohibition  of  his  com- 
mander, though  the  commander  was  his  own  father, 
and  though  he  was  victorious  in  the  conteft,  was 
puriiihed  with  death.  We  read  of  a  young  Spartan, 
who  for  prefuming,  contrary  to  a  Handing  law  of 

his 
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his  country,  to  enter  the  battle  without  his  armour, 
though  it  was  in  defence  of  the  very  walls  of  the 
capital  city,  and  though  his  fervices  were  fo  im- 
portant as  to  deferve  and  obtain  the  erection  of  a 
ftatue,  was  heavily  fined  by  the  Ephori :  but  fuch 
excefs  of  juftice  (for  fuch  I  mufl  call  it)  has  long 
been  out  of  practice,  and  (whatever  may  be  pre- 
tended) the  DifTenters  in  contributing  to  the  pre- 
fervation  of  their  country  had  nothing  to  apprehend 
from  its  laws.  Well,  fays  the  DifTenter,  fuppofing 
I  were  to  grant  this,  yet  you  muft  allow  my  ances- 
tors a  large  fhare  of  patriotifm  in  fighting  for  a  Go- 
vernment, which  had  treated,  and  ftill  continues  to 
treat  them  in  fo  harlh  a  manner ! — They  knew  what 
they  did :  the  Englifh  Government  fays,  "  either 
"  conform  to  the  religion  which  I  encourage,  or 
"  remain  in  a  private  Situation ;  I  wifh  you  to  en- 
"  joy  your  revenues,  or  the  fruits  of  your  induftry 
"  in  peace  and  tranquility ;  I  would  have  you  to  be 
<c  happy,  but  I  dare  not  truft  you  to  be  power- 
"  ful  ,"  whereas  the  conftant  language  of  the 
Church  of  Rome  has  been,  "  the  Mafs  or  the  Gal- 
"  lows."  With  refpec~l  to  the  Reftoration,  permit 
me  to  afk,  whence  arofe  the  nece/Tity  for  it  ?  Had 
kingly  government  never  been  abolifhed,  it  need 
never  to  have  been  reflored ;  and  it  is  fuperfluous 
to  fay  by  what  dejrription  of  men  this  abolition  was 
brought  about.  Churchmen  certainly. joined  at  firft 
with  DilT.nti.ri  in  refuting  the  arbitrary  meafuresofi 
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Charles ;  but  in  the  courfe  of  the  conteft,  when  they 
found  what  was  aimed  at,  and  that  no  conceffions 
of  the  Crown  were  likely  to  content  thofe  with 
whom  they  ailed,  they  for  the  moft  part  withdrew 
thernfelves.  It  was  the  Diflenters  (I  fpeak  indeed 
chiefly  in  this  firft  claufe  of  Independents)  who 
brought  their  monarch  to  the  block ;  it  was  the 
Diflenters  who  drove  his  family  from  the  kingdom ; 
it  was  the  Diflenters  who  expelled  the  Bench  of 
Bifliops  from  the  Houfe  of  Lords,  and  afterwards 
voted  the  Houfe  itfelf  ufelefs ;  it  was  the  Diflenters 
who  eftablifhed  republicanifm ;  and  laftly,  it  was 
the  Diflenters  who  enabled  the  famous  Ordinance, 
by  which  the  ufe  of  the  Common  Prayer-Book  in  a 
private  family  fubjected  the  offender  to  a  pecuniary 
fine  for  the  two  firft  offences,  and  to  a  year's  impri- 
fonment  for  the  third.  At  length  they  began  to  ex- 
perience the  ill  confequences  of  the  confufion  and 
anarchy  which  thernfelves  had  introduced;  (the 
Prefbyterians,  as  well  as  the  Royalifts,  being  kept 
under  and  opprefied  by  a  feet  which  had  arifen  out 
of  thernfelves)  and  certainly  did  concur  with  the 
friends  of  mixt  monarchy  in  reforting  to  the  only 
true  remedy.  But  can  they  make  a  merit  of  this  ? 
As  well  might  a  man,  who  had  pulled  down  his 
neighbour's  houfe,  becaufc  it  impeded  his  own  pro- 
fpect,  upon  finding  fome  ill  effects  arife  to  himfelf, 
which  he  had  not  forefeen,  make  a  merit  of  joining 
with  the  owner  in  afflfting  to  rebuild  it.     With  re- 
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fpect  to  their  claim  of  gratitude  for  their  fervices  at 
the  Revolution,  it  is  notorious  that  the  Prefbyte- 
rians  were  confcnting  to  James's  defign  of  repeal- 
ing the  Sacramental  Teft,  by  which  the  Papifts 
would  have  gained  admifilon  to  all  places  of  truft 
and  power,  and  poffibly  have  overturned  the  con- 
flitution.  But  when  this  defign  mifcarried  through 
the  efforts  of  the  Church,  they  (the  Prefbyterians) 
encouraged  their  new  friend  in  the  difpenfing  powers 
which  he  afTumed,  and  were  feveral  of  them,  toge- 
ther with  Roman  Catholics,  promoted  in  confe- 
quence  -,  then,  as  now,  preferring  the  furtherance 
of  their  own  views  to  other  fuperior  confiderations*. 
If  they  afterwards  went  over  to  the  Prince  of  Orange, 
it  might  be  from  patriotifm,  or  it  might  be  from  in- 
tereft,  for  fuch  was  the  infatuated  abfurdity  of  James, 
that  it  very  foon  became  evident  how  affairs  were 
likely  to  go.  Having  gone  through  this  examina- 
tion, I  leave  the  reader  himfelf  to  form  his  own 
eftimate  of  the  fhare  of  merit  which  falls  to  the 
Diffenters,  at  the  four  periods  difcufTed  above :  if 

*  I  particularly  allude  to  the  affociation  which  there  is  among 
the  Diflenteis,  to  fupport  no  candidate  at  the  next  Election,  but 
thofe  who  will  vote  for  a  repeal  of  the  Tefts.  Be  their  refolutions 
couched  in  what  words  they  may,  this  is  the  true  fenfeof  them. 
I  anticipate  the  retort  on  the  Church ;  but  be  it  remembered  that 
theirs  was  attack,  ours  is  only  defence,  and  that  too  of  our  ftrongeft 
bulwark,  when  it  is  natural  to  ufe  any  weapon  which  preients 
itfelf.  Perhaps,  however,  to  fpeak  candidly,  the  fpirit  of  party 
has  carried  both  fides  too  far. 

C  I  have 
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I  have  mifreprefented  facts,  his  better  informatio 
will  readily  enable  him  to  detect  me  j  if  I  have  ar- 
gued upon  them  perverfely,  his  fuperior  judgment 
•will  eafily  affift  him  in  extricating  himfelf  from  my 
falfe  conclufions. 

Pages  17,  18,  and  19,  Mr.  L.  gives  the 
Hiftory  of  the  Teft  Act,  and  the  penalties  which 
are  incurred  by  neglecting  to  comply  with  its  injunc- 
tions. They  are  dreadfully  heavy :  perhaps  it 
would,  on  all  accounts,  be  better  that  they  were 
lighter  j  as  offenders  againft  the  Act  are  now  moft 
likely  to  efeape  with  impunity,  from  the  reluctance 
which  would  be  felt  to  fubject  them  to  fuch  fevere 
punifhment.  Perhaps  the  Act  would  be  more  ef- 
fectually, as  well  as  humanely,  guarded  by  a  milder 
fanction.  It  is  the  unlimited  repeal  of  it,  without 
any  fuccedaneum,  againft  which,  1  believe,  it  is 
generally  objected. 

In  the  coth  page,  it  is  obferved,  that  an  informa- 
tion is  now  depending  againft  the  Mayor  of  Not- 
tingbam,  for  neglecting  properly  to  qualify.  Is  the 
Mayor  a  Difienter:1  If  he  is,  he  muft  know  what  a 
ftrict  law  of  his  country  he  is  tranfgreffing  in  filling 
his  prefent  ftation.  If  he  is  of  fuch  principles  as  the 
Government  requires,  and  has  merely  through  want 
of  opportunity,  or  inadvertency,  omitted  the  matter 
of  form,  it  is  the  heighth  of  malice  or  avarice  to 
put  the  Act  in  force  againft  him.     There  is,  and 

ought 
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Ctight  to  be,  a  difference  between  offences  againfl 
the  fpirit,  and  mere  letter,  of  the  Law.  Far  how- 
ever be  it  from  me,  in  any  event,  to  commend  the 
information  :  while  inftances  of  Diffenters  in  office 
are  not  frequent,  they  may  with  fafety  be  con- 
nived af; 

Page   22. 

Convinced  that  Roman  Catholics  (for  the  term 
cf  Papifts  as  acknowledging  a  civil  fupremacy  in  the 
Pope,  paramount  to  the  laws  and  conflitution  of  the 
ftate,  of  which  they  are  members,  is  now  obfolete) 
are  capable  offtneerely  co-operating  in  the  maintenance 
cf  the  political  rights  and  liberties  of  this  country:  I 
wijh  all  bars  of  exclufion,  founded  on  any  difference 
ff  religious  fentiment,  to  be  utterly  removed.  Some 
may  think  this  avowal  impolitic :  but  it  is  more  than 
policy,  it  is  duly,  to  avow  the  whole  truth,  where 
principles  effential  to  the  rights  and  inter  efts  of  a  com- 
munity are  concerned. 

I  have  tranferibed  the  above  on  account  of  its 
great  liberality:  If  Catholics  really  difallow  the  civil 
fupremacy  of  the  Pope,  I  fee  no  reafon  why  they 
have  not  an  equal  claim  to  a  participation  in  the 
trufts  and  emoluments  of  Government  with  any 
others  who  differ  from  its  Religious  Eftablifhment. 
But  furely  it  is  politic,  as  I  (hall  attempt  to  prove 
hereafter,  to  deny  it  to  all. 

C  2  Page 


[     ao    3 

Page  24,  Waller  is  mentioned  with  applaufe,  as 
having  argued  very  acutely  againft  Members  of 
the  Houfe  of  Commons  coming  within  the  Teft 
Act.  I  am  not  difpofed  to  difpute  his  merit  in  this 
particular:  in  political  defert  he  did  not  abound,  yet 
among  what  little  he  had,  let  us  not  forget  an  ex- 
cellent fpeech  of  his  againft  the  abolition  of  Epifco- 
pacy.     It  is  preferved  in  Johnfon's  life  of  him. 

Mr.  L,.  thinks  it  is  of  lefs  importance  what 
William,  Prince  of  Orange,  faid  or  thought  of  the 
Teft  Aft,  at  a  particular  juncture,  than  what  were 
his  fentiments  and  conduft  as  King  of  England. 
This  I  cannot  determine ;  but  as  Mr.  L.  has 
given  us  his  declaration  to  Parliament  when  King, 
it  is  proper  to  oppofe  to  it  the  iubftance  of  his  an- 
fwer  to  the  application  of  King  James  when  Prince, 
"  that  he  thought  very  well  of  liberty  of  confeience, 
"  but  by  no  means  of  giving  employments  to  thole 
"  who  were  not  of  the  National  Church." 

In  reply  to  what  is  faid  of  Charles  the  Firft, 
"  his  talents,  and  poffibly  his  heart,  with  other 
<c  guides,  meriting  a  more  aufpicious  deftiny;  and 
"  of  perfons  of  a  very  different  delcription  from 
"  Diffenters  having  conducted  him  in  the  path. 
"  which  alone  could  have  led  to  the  fcaffold  ;" — I 
affirm,  without  the  f  nallcft  hefita.ion,  that  his  heart 
was  good,  and  his  tali  ius  n  fpoftable.  I  admit 
that  he  wanted  lLaliulV,  and  in  ihv.-  tiaus  in  which 
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he  lived,  he  might  as  well  have  wanted  every  thing. 
I  deteft  the  rancour  of  his  enemies,  and  think  with 
horror  of  the  times,  which  preceded  and  followed 
his  death  :  but  readily  own  that  much  good  was  the 
refult  on  the  whole :  no  thanks  however  to  the  chief 
inftrumenis  of  it,  in  whom  malice  and  fclf-interefl: 
Were  the  motiyes  to  induce  them  to  do  what  they 
did :  I  fpeak  of  thofe  who  purfued  the  Martyr  to 
the  block,  and  rofe  on  his  ruin, 

Page  26  contains  a  challenge  to  prove  that  the 
execution  of  Charles,  and  the  fubfcquent  events, 
have  the  approbation  of  the  Diffenters  of  this  day 
as  a  body.  I  anfwer  that  I  know  no  other  way  of 
judging  of  their  fentiments  as  a  body,  than  by 
the  fentiments  of  thofe,  whom  themfelves  hold  forth 
and  admire  as  their  heads.  1  believe  we  might 
long  call  in  vain  on  any  of  thefe  to  confefs,  that 
the  execution  of  Charles  was  an  infamous  aft:  as 
to  the  fubfequent  events,  they  are  of  a  mixt  nature, 
and  he  mnft  be  a  ftrangely  prejudiced  politician 
indeed,  who  would  defend  them  in  the  grofs. 

Page  28,  Mr.  L.  fays,  "  that  it  induces  a  fmile 
X(  to  obferve  in  what  manner  the  Declaration  of 
"  Rights,  publifhed  by  the  Conftitutional  Society, 
"  is  mentioned,  as  if  it  were  the  Act  of  a  Body  of 
"  Diffenters,  which  was  neither  then"  (he  affirms) 
"  nor  is  now  true."  What  the  religious  principles 
are,  of  thofe  of  whom  the  Conftitutional  Society  is 
C  3  compofed, 
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compofcd,  I  know  not,  nor  am  I  prepared  to  ray- 
that  every  innovator  in  Politics  is  a  Difienter  in  Re- 
ligion ;  but  this  I  do  know,  and  this  I  am  prepared 
to  fay,  that  it  has  been  found  by  experience,  that 
the  generality  of  Diffenters  in  Religion  are  innova- 
tors in  Politics.  I  do  not  believe  that  this  will  be 
dilallowed;  (at  leaft  not  by  each  for  himfelf)  nor  do 
I  think  that  the  imputation  will  be  looked  on  as  a 
reflection  ;  I  mean  not  to  attribute  it  to  any  finifler 
views,  I  do  not  confider  it  as  proceeding  from  a 
defeat,  but  from  a  redundancy  of  patriotifm,  a  redun- 
dancy however  which  wants  to  be  reduced  and  ft>- 
bered  down  by  a  greater  attention  to  the  capabilities 
of  human  nature.  I  think  alfo  that  thole  who  arc 
already  fatisfied  with  the  Ipppieft  Government  that 
the  world  ever  favv,  a  Government  under  which  we 
enjoy  a  liberty  of  fpeech  and  action  equal  to  what 
was  ever  experienced  in  any  of  the  freeft  Democra- 
cies of  Antiquity,  together  with  a  degree  of  order 
and  fecurity  which  was  unknown  to  them  all,  arc 
loudly  called  on  to  refift  the  advancement  of  a  body 
of  men,  who,  under  the  name,  and  (to  fpeak  can- 
didly) with  the  view  of  reformation,  would  intro- 
duce among  us,  in  our  apprehenfions,  a  long  feries 
ofdiforders  and  confufion.  I  muft  own  I  highly 
approve  of  that  maxim  fo  dear  to  the  Venetian  Re- 
fublic,  at  leaft  when  applied  to  fo  happy  a  Conftitu- 
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tion  as  our's, f{  Jp/a  mutalio  (onfuetudinis  magis  per- 
<f  turbat  novitats,  quam  adjuvat  utilitate." 

Page  29,  Mr.  L.  cenfures  in  a  very  liberal  man- 
ner the  fpeaking  contemptuoufly  of  the  lower  rank 
and  order  of  the  people :  would  to  Heaven  that  all 
our  Reformers  would  comprehend  in  their  Reforms 
or  rather  begin  them  with  this  clafs  !  1  fpeak  more 
particularly  of  one  divifion  of  them,  our  agricul- 
tural labourers,  who  experience,  God  knows,  grie- 
vances and  diltrefTes  enough.  Our  yeomanry  and 
thofe  orders  of  men  who  may  be  confidered  as  on 
an  equality  with  them,  are  already  high  enough  in 
the  fcale ;  "  in  this  picked  age  they  already  prefs 
"  fo  near  the  heel  of  the  courtier,  that  they  gall 
"  his  kibe."  Thefe  want  no  acceffion  of  impor- 
tance; thefe  have  no  grievances  worthy  of  being 
redrafted ;  but  he  who  could  gain  to  our  loweft 
orders  a  general  increafe  of  the  wages  of  their  honeft 
jnduftry,  together  with  a  diminution  of  the  taxes  on 
the  neceflary  articles  of  their  confumption,  would 
be  indeed  a  Patriot.  Thefe  are  the  only  benefits 
for  which  they  wilh,  or  of  which  (to  fpeak  foberly) 
they  are  fufceptible. 

Page  30,  Mr.  L.  exprefles  his  expectation  that 
at  the  Public  Meeting  at  Stowmarket  then  ap- 
proaching, the  Gentlemen  who  gave  notice  of  it 
meant  to  leave  the  fubject  open  to  debate.  Surely 
it  is  to  be  lamented  that  this  expectation  was  not 

anfwered, 
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anfwered,  furely  it  reflects  fome  portion  of  discredit 
on  a  caufe,  to  allow  it  to  appear  to  fly  difcuflion. 

There  are  feveral  other  pafTages  in  the  Pamphlet 
to  which  I  object,  fuch  as  its  being  uken  for 
granted  that  the  coalition  of  Diflenters  is  formed 
merely  by  the  prefiure  of  the  Eftablifhrnent ;  the 
laying  a  ftrefs  upon  the  two  a<5ts  in  queftion  ope- 
rating upon  the  fincere  alone  j  the  afiumption  that 
if  the  Repeal  fhould  take  place,  and  Diflenters 
become  admiflible  to  all  fituations  from  which  they 
are  now  excluded,  the  actual  appointments  would 
in  general  be  the  fame ;  but  though  I  am  not  dif- 
pofed  to  allow  the  weight  of  fome  of  tliefe,  and  the 
juftice  of  others,  yet  as  they  will  fcarce  admit  of  an. 
argument,  and  I  could  of  confequence  do  little 
mere  than  oppok  my  opinion  to  Mr.  L.'s,  I  have 
pafled  them  by. 

I  have  taken  no  notice  likewife  of  Mr,  L.'s  opi- 
nion of  the  probable  durability  of  our  Church 
Eilablilhment,  becaufe  I  entirely  agreed  with  him, 
though  not  on  the  fuppofition  on  which  he  went, 
of  a  Repeal  of  the  Teft  Afts.  I  find  however 
that  both  of  us  think  differently  from  one  who 
feems,  in  Mr.  L.'s  ideas,  to  be  a  perfon  of  mighty 
confequence* — I    mean   Dr.    Prieftley.     While  I 

was 

*  See  page  3  of  the  Hiftory  we  have  been  considering;  fee  alfo 
Mr.  L.'s  letter  to  a  friend  on  the  fubjeft  of  D*.  KnowltVs  publi- 
cation, 
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was  writing  thefe  pages,  his  famous  preface  has 
fallen  into  my  hands,  in  which  he  feems  to  rejoice 
pver  the  general  aflbciation  of  the  friends  of  the 
Church,  and  apparently  to  cherim  an  expectation 
that  our  infatuation  (as  he  calls  it)  is  portentous  of 
her  fall.  He  has  a  confufed  notion  of  it,  to  which, 
I  prefume,  his  wifh  alone  is  father,  for  he  either 
knows  not,  or  cares  not  to  fay,  from  whence  or  how 
the  blow  is  to  come.  A  fimilar  infatuation,  he 
obferves,  prevailed  with  refpecl:  to  the  American 
war,  a  fimilar  cataftrophe  he  thinks  not  improba- 
ble; he  confoles  us,  however,  that  as  we  are  now 
beyond  expectation  flourifhing  and  happy  without 
America,  fo  alfo  we  may  hope  to  be  without  the 
Church. 

cation,  in  which  he  intimates  the  impending  yengeance  of  the 
fword  of  Dr.  Prieltley :  but  that  his  ingenious  opponent  may  not 
entirely  fink  under  the  apprehenfion,  like  the  romance  writers  of 
old,  he  dubs  the  fword  of  his  hejo  with  a  name,  the  name  of 
MITRE-GIVER!  If  this  be  really  it's  property,  what  Church- 
man would  not  wiih  to  be  of  fufficient  confequence  to  provoke  it ! 
The  bai  e  idea  almoft  tempts  me,  humble  as  I  am,  to  burlt  from  my 
concealment,  to  proclaim  my  name  and  enmity  to  the  Prieilleiaa 
dodhines,  an  1  to  cry  out,  not  to  the  Doctor  only,  but  to  hie  affi>» 
ciates  alfo,  in  the  words  of  Mifus,  in  the  famous  Epilode, 
Me !  Me  !  adfum  qutjeci,  in  me  ewveriiu  tela. 


APPEN* 
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THE  opponents  of  the  repeal  of  the  two  ob- 
noxious Acts  are  frequently  accufed  of 
Bigotry ;  by  which  I  fuppofe  is  meant  a  violent  and 
blind  attachment  to  the  form  of  Religion  which 
themfelves  profefs,  and  a  narrow  minded  abhor- 
rence of  every  other.  I  beg  leave  to  affert,  that  it 
is  by  no  means  necefTary  that  a  man  who  oppofes  the 
admifllon  of  thofe  who  differ  from  the  Eftablifh- 
ment  to  offices  of  trull,  fhould  be  actuated  by  fuch 
a  principle.  As  to  myfelf  I  avow  that  I  think  the 
moll  highly  of  the  doctrine,  difcipiine,  and  liturgy 
of  the  Church  of  England,  but  I  do  not  pretend  to 
maintain  that  it  is  in  any  of  thefe  particulars  perfect; 
I  do  not  pretend  to  maintain  that  if  is  not  fufceptible 
of  emendation ;  nor  do  I  prefumptuouOy  conclude, 
becaufe  I  am  difpofed  to  think  the  belt  of  it,  that  it  is 
/^rf/orefuperiorto  all  others.  I  difclaim  likewife  the 
entertainment  of  any  perfonal  diflike  to  the  DifTen- 
ters,  or  of  any  unfavourable  notions  of  their  piety 
and  morality.     Limited  as  my  acquaintance  among 

them 
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them  is,  I  know  feveralinftances  of  characters  emi- 
nent for  both,  and  I  am  of  opinion  that  to  think 
otherwife  of  any,  merely  becaufe  they  differ  from 
ourfelves,  is  in  the  higheft  degree  uncandid  and  un- 
chriftian.  The  prefent  Bifhop  of  LlandafF,  in  the 
appendix  to  his  Tracts,  after  mentioning  the  oppo- 
fite  opinions  in  Religion,  which  fome  of  our  moft 
eminent  fcholars  and  befc  men  have  maintained,  in 
a  manner  truly  becoming  a  chriftian  prelate  demands, 
"  Who  will  take  upon  him  to  fay  that  thefe  men 
"  were  not  equal  to  each  other  in  probity  and  chrif- 
"  tian  knowledge  ?  And  if  that  be  admitted,  furely 
"  we  ought  to  learn  no  other  leflbn  from  the  diverfity 
ft  of  their  opinions,  except  that  of  perfect  modera- 
"  tion  and  good-will  towards  all  thofe  who  happen 
"  to  differ  from  ourfelves."  But  why  then,  it  will 
be  faid,  if  you  profefs  this  good-will  to  the  Diffen- 
ters,  why  oppofe  them  in  their  exertions  to  recover 
their  civil  rights,  which,  in  their  conceptions,  arc 
fo  injuriously  withheld  from  them  ?  The  reafons  are 
obvious*.  Firft,  becaufe  of  the  confufion  which 
would  inevitably  enfue  amidft  fo  many  jarring  inte- 
refts,  each  feci  eager  to  advance  its  friends  and 
deprefs  its  enemies,  religious  unions  and  religious 
animofities  being  of  all  others  the  moft  potent  and 
overbearing:  fecondly,  becaufe,  as  I  have  already 

•  Thefe  objections,  I  know,  will  be  called  trite  and  dale,  but 
they  are  not  on  thefe  accounts  the  lefs  juft. 

obferved, 
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cbferved,  it  has  happened,  from  I  know  nor  what 
fatality,  that  the  generality  of  Diffenters  in  religion 
are  innovators  in  politics ;  thofe  of  us  therefore  who 
are  already  contented  with  the  Conftitution,  and 
who  believe  we  could  not  change  but  for  the  worfe, 
are  called  on  to  prevent  as  many  as  we  can  of  the 
diffatisfied  from  making  all  acceffions  of  power, 
which  they  would  immediately,  as  we  apprehend,  be 
exerting  in  new  modelling  and  reforming. 

But  even  if  we  fhould  relinquifh  this  fecond  ob- 
jection againft  the  Repeal,  and  infill  only  on  the  firfir, 
that,  and  its  probable  confequences  would  be  alone 
fufficient;  for  fo  encroaching  is  human  nature,  that 
though  the  Diffenters  now  affert  that  the  conceffion 
of  their  prefent  demands  would  fully  fatisfy  them, 
and  that  they  fhould  then  allow,  that  they  were 
compleatly  tolerated,  I  muft  own  I  have  my  doubts 
whether  new  profpects  would  not  foon  open  upon 
them,  whether  the  removal  of  difabilities,  and  the 
acquifition  of  perfect  equality,  would  not  generate 
new  afpirations, 

»  ■     ■■  eafe  would  recant 

Vows  made  in  pain,  as  violent  and  void. 
Perhaps,  I  fay,  (yet  let   not  my  fufpicions   be 
their  offences)  p  rhaps  the  hardfhip  of  paying  con- 
tributions to  teachers,  who  n  they  could  not  in  con- 
fcience  atund,  might  .next,  ftrike  them,  they  might 

think 


[     30    ] 

think  themfelves  ill-created  in  being  compelled  id 
affift  in  the  fupport  of  an  Eftablifhment  from  which 
they  derived  no  benefit,  and  they  might  confequently 
infift  on  the  juftice  of  being  allowed  to  pay  their 
money  to  what  fpiritual  inftrudlors,  and  probably  in 
what  manner  they  chofe.  I  prefume  not  to  affirm 
confidently  that  it  would  be  fo,  but  the  fame  prin- 
ciple of  natural  right,  on  which  they  now  proceed, 
would  authorife  them,  as  well  in  this,  as  in  their 
prefent  attempts.  In  fhort,  it  is  not  (I  repeat)  that 
we  prefumptuonfly  conclude,  with  certainty,  that 
our  own  form  of  religion  is  the  bed;  but  we  are 
of  opinion,  that  in  every  well  regulated  ftate,  one 
alone  Ihould  be  encouraged ;  all  fhould  be  made  as 
eafy  as  poffible,  but  one  alone  mould  be  entrufted 
with  power.  Whenever  then  it  ftiall  be  found  that 
Calvinifin,  Arianifm,  Socianifm,  or  the  perfuafion 
of  any  other  fe&aries,  is  adopted  by  the  majority  of 
the  people,  it  will  be  high  time  that  what  is  now 
called  the  national  religion  fhould  be  difplaced,  and 
the  more  popular  faith  exalted  in  its  (lead  :  let  the 
members  of  that  alone  be  admitted  to  refponfible 
fituations  civil  or  military  y  but  let  what  is  now  caJled 
the  Church  of  England,  in  common  with  the  other 
inferior  fects,  enjoy  that  eafe  and  fecurity  which 
Ihe  now  fo  liberally  extends  to  all  others. 

FINIS. 


